This article is being retracted at the request of the authors because of concerns about the accuracy of the initial data from the animal physiology laboratory at Duke University. The authors re-exported source data from the animal ventilator (FlexiVent) and compared the output with the raw data originally received from the animal pulmonary physiology laboratory. The results from these initial comparisons suggested potential inconsistencies in the data, so the authors requested that an independent laboratory replicate the experiments of animal airway physiology presented in Figure 1 and Figure 4 . The results of the replicated experiments validated the originally reported central role of mindin in airway hyper-responsiveness after exposure to either lipopolysaccharide (LPS) or ozone.
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Because the animal physiology laboratory at Duke University also analyzed cytokines, the authors had an independent laboratory replicate experiments to analyze the original role of cytokines reported in Figure 3 and Figure 6 . In these replicate studies, which were limited in the number of animals and samples tested, the authors did not observe the same results and could not definitively determine whether or not the findings were valid.
The inconsistent results led the authors to take a conservative approach, and they agreed to retract this paper. They regret any inconvenience to the scientific community.
